


nvestigation of storage needs grew out of
ffort to education environmental
ommunity on options, trade-offs, and costs

-Diversity of opinions on value of subcomponents of
Everglades ecosystem

-Range of understanding on CERP project elements
trade-offs, objectives

-ffort was conducted as a series of
vorkshops with individual groups.
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» Each group went through
“CERP storage” contingen

planning process:
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—Identify “restoration” areas
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—Place STAs on landscape

—Total the costs
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pproached as a classical reservolir size
roblem using a sequent peak analysis

K, =1y — @ + K1 1 positive
0 otherwise
here Kt Is storage, Rt Is demand, Qt Is
upply at time t
sed SFWMM to estimate demand and
Upply Inputs

-examined range of flow and depth in Everglades
Protection Area
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NMhat Is target for Everglades?

NMhat are reasonable estimates for
onfiguration for C&SF infrastructure?

NMhat Is planning “level of service™?



.ooked at

-depth targets in northern, central, and southern
Everglades

—flow taraetg at Alllaator A||9V and Tamlaml Trall
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n SFWMM, need detailed description of
nfrastructure

-strong interactions with built environment modify
environmental demands on both wet and dry side.

-specification of numerous extraneous details
sidetracked focus on “global” solution
~onclusions

-Focus first on “global” solution to get all component:
to fit during wet and dry periods.

-Use vision of future to make broad assumptions on
Infrastructure



Need to define “level of service” to size any
eservoir

Estimat® Storage Need
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~onclusions:
- Reservolir size strongly depends on level of service



‘argets matter.

- Large variability in outcome even with reasonable
assumptions. “The Answer” not self-evident.

-We will likely end up with hybrid of depth and flow.

"hink large-scale first.

- Get major pieces (estuaries, Lake, Everglades) to fit
before moving to subcomponents.

-Make assumptions on infrastructure based on long-
range vision.

evel of Service matters.
- Interface of planning, hydrology, biology.



